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The issue of woman suffrage, and the unevenness of its development worldwide,
provoked much heated discussion in the early twentieth celriuByitain women
were campaigning often violently — for the vote, while in the antipodes women
already had at least the national vdteis paper looks at national and transnationa
aspects of this debate as it was played out in the pages of the BntisSuffrage
Review It looks at how conservatives in the British metropole were compelled to
articulate, even reformulattheir sense of nmnal and imperial identity in light of
the existence of the Australian woman voltealso uses aritten exchange betwee
travelling Australian suffragist, Vida Goldstein, and her British male sparedent
to demonstrate how Australian feministdegite taking advantage of the
opportunities offered to them through imperial networks — did not necessarily feel
compelled to articulate their sense of identity or belonging in imperial te@nghe
contrary, Goldstein insisted on a national identity based on values at odds with those
of her imperial counterparts; values drawn from a Batish, wider ‘new’ world.
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This article has been pemviewed.

Introduction
TheAnti-Suffrage Reviewvofficial journal of theBritish campagn against voting rights for

women. Published by the Women’s National Asitiffrage League (19680), and then the
National League for Opposing Woman Suffrage (1910-+1B3d two overarching aims: to
inspire and gather wide public support for opposition to woman suffrage through extra-
parliamentary propaganda; atod‘exert direct pressure on parliamentary decisioakers’!

The firm belief of female and male membef the League- membersncluding Lady

Jersey, Mary Ward (Mrs Humphry), Lord Curzon and Lord Cromeas-that granting

female suffrage would have dire consequences for the English nation and, by extension, the
British Empire.To demonstrate woman'’s inherent incompatibility with the miase
responsibilities of nation and empire, the League an&é&wewoften drew on a language of

universality. Woman’s nature, thegsertedmade her unsuited to the task. The unevenness

! Julia Bush!National League for Opposing Woman Suffraget(19106-1918), Oxford Dictionary of National
Biography Oxford University Pressccessed 13 Nov 2014ttp://www.oxforddnb.com/view/theme/92492



of the imperial terrain in relation to the female franchis®vever,complicated matters.

While Britainresisted granting women the limitaght to vote until 1918, the far flung
coloniesof New Zealand and Australia had already granted white women the vote close to
two decades earliego, whether it liked it or not, tHeeviewcontinually found itself drawn

into discussions about the Australian nation, its Commonwealth Parliament andtéhe wh
Australian woman voteilheseled to furtherdiscussios about the relative positions on the
global stage assumed by thetBh metropoleon one hand, and the Australian and New
Zealand peripheries on the other. In the minds of British conservdhess, contrasting
positions irrevocably differentiated the profound question of British femaleageffrom the

minor Austrdian experiment with female franchise.

This articleexplores national and transnatioaapect®f the discussions taking place in
the Anti-SuffrageReview(the Review) It reveals that in opposing woman suffrage in the
metropole, British conservatives were compelled to address the Australatiosifandin
doing so taeaffirm orreformulate their understanding of nation and emjiidso suggests
that as Australian feministgeredrawn into the debate, they felt increasynagble (or driven)
to defend their position by articulatimgsense ofustralian identityand valuesirawn from a
non-British, wider ‘new’ world.In this sense, the transnational structure of debates about
suffrage promoted reflection on national chanaatel global positioning in both Britain and

Australia.

A transnational approach to anttsuffragism

Historiansof empire havéonghad cause to embrace transnational approaches to the past
The essence of empire involve®vements and exchanges across national and colonial
borders®. For this reason, the historiography of empire musieymnd ‘discrete
comparison[s]’ of metropole and periphery, as Fiona Paisley ptasé&cognse the
significance of circulating populations and ideas, including fiorargin” to “metropolis™.>
This article illustrateshe interconnectedness of empimghe early twentieth century. It also
exploreshow people in the past understood that interconnectedviasy.inthis era—

whether in the metropole or the periphenyere acutely aware of the advantages to be

2Here | am applying an understanding of transnationalism as themeavef people, institutions and ideas
across and througtmational boundarieSeeAkira Iriye, ‘Transnational History Contemporary European
History 13, no.2 (2004): 211222, 212; lan Twrell, ‘Comparative and transnational histoiustralian
Feminist Studie22, no,52 (2007): 49-54, 49; andAnn Curthoys and Marilyn Lakélntroductioni, in
Connected Worlds: History in Transnational Perspectags.Ann Curthoys and Marilyn Lak@Carberra
ANU E-Press2005, 6-20.

® Fiona Paisley‘Introduction, Australian Feminist Studieks, no.36 (2001): 271277, 272.



gained from monitoring international developments and participating in the exabladgas
and practices across national boundariéss was particularlyhe case for thoseavolved in
movements fosocial aml political reform.Antoinette Burtorhas shown how reformers
across a range of fields in Britasought inspiration frordevelopments and ideas emanating
from the ‘marginsof Empire* And as Marilyn Lake has argued, this appreciation of the
value of ideas and practices across regions was also true of reformets thedBritish
Empire.In the United States, for example, the granting of female suffrage inafassa was
considered a momentous occasion, prompting well-known figures — such as renovieled soc
reformer, Jessie Ackermann, Boston suffragist, Maud Park Wood, and feminist and
prohibitionist, Josephine Henryto consider the potential impact of this development on
their own regiort. The physical presence of Australian suffrage campaigmefsreign soils

— Britain and the United States included — provided a tangible reminder of the further

possibilities fortransnational exchande.

Our understandingf theimpact of these transnational webs can be enhanced by studying
not justradicalreformersbut also conservatives. Burton has argildiconservatives in the
imperial metropole tended to cling tike notion ‘that the movement of ideas, culture, and
“improvement” flowed in one direction: ‘from home to awdyY.et the facthat anti
suffragistsin Britain were continually drawn into discussions about Australian woman
suffrage— that they were then obligea formulate their arguments within a transnational
framework— meant that the flow of ideas about woman suffrage from the peripheriesanto th
metropole played a role in shaping arguments against the enfranchisemetisltofh\®men,
whethertheir proponentshose to acknowledge that effect or rulitical decisions made
Australiawere in this instancginstrumental in helping to shape how many in Britain

understood changing conditions within the British world.

* Antoinette Burton!Rules of thumb: British history aritmperial culturé in nineteenth and twentiettentury
Britain’, Women'’s History Revie® no.2 (1994: 483-501, 486.This is not to say, of course, that
humanitarian reformers in the metropole were not often critical of olevednts and practices in the
peripheries, particularly as far as the treatment of the indigepoyulations were concerned. See, for
example, Alan LestefBritish settlerdiscourse and theircuits ofempire, History Workshop Journd4, no.
1(2002: 24-48.

® For a more detailed discussion of American reactions to female suffragestiralfe, see Marilyn LakéState
socialism for Australian mothers: Andrew Fislseradical maternalism in its international and local contexts
Labour History102(2012: 55-70.

® For more on Australian suffragists in places like the USA, seeedu@Idfield, Woman Suffrage in Australia.
A Gift or Struggle{Cambridge: Cambridge University Pre$892, 231-243.

" Burton,'Rules of thumk 486.



Transnational or national reasons for opposing female
suffrage?

In the early phases of its campaigiie Women’s National Antsuffrage League aiculated

its positionin terms that appealed to a universal trutbmen whatever their nationality,

were not made for voting@.he first page of thérst issue of th&review published in

December 190&xplained that the League opposed female sufftagmuse it involves a

kind of activity and responsibility for woman which is not compatible with her natode, a
with her proper tasks in the worldWomen had made enough advancement over the past
fifty years without the vote. The work that the nation now asked women to do, away from the
machinations of party politics, was already enough for women to undertake. To thsew the
women into ‘the strife of parties ... [would] only hinder that work, and injure their

character'® Women were still citizensven without the votdés the editorial declared:

Men who have built up the State, and whose physical strength protects it,
must govern it, through the rough and ready machinery of party politics.
Women are citizens of the State no less than men, but imeaideal and

spiritual sense’

Throughout these passages, terms kitaté areused to refer to generic entiti®o specific
nationstateis implied These principles were conceivedagplicable to modern democracies

worldwide. And hese sentiments weeechoed in anti-suffrage campaigns glob&lly.

The pleas against woman suffragehiaReviewmay have had transnational appeal, but
they were motivated by the actions of women in one particular Etadgdgand The League,
the Reviewexplained, was driven to establish itself as an organised body because of the
‘shock of repulsion’ and ‘wave of angry laughter’ rocking England due to the receal
publicised actions of militarguffragistshere? ‘Have not the spectacles of the lést
weeks’, the papeasked, ‘shown conclusively that women are not fit for the ordinary struggle
of politics, and are degraded by it?’ All militant feminists had succeededng dais to add
to ‘the violent excitable element in politics’ and usher feading of sex antagonism,

‘rendering the calm and practicable discussion of great questions impoadexing and

& The AntiSuffrage Revie{Review no. 1, (December 19081.
9 .
Ibid.
9 pid.
™ For the example of ansiuffragist discourse in Australia, see Oldfiadoman Suffrage in Australia86-211.
2 Reviewno. 1 (December 1908):.1Actions here included women tying themselves to lampposts, sétértg f
mail boxes and throwing objects through shop windows.



antagonism disastrous to women, disastrous to Engtatiould these rogue women be

successful in ‘winning’ the votehe editorial conladed, the final outcome

would weaken our country in the eyes of the civilised world, and fatally
diminish those stories of English sanity, of English political wisdom, based
on political experience, which have gonthrough all vicissitude, failure,
anderror— to the making of England, and the building up of the Emire.

Quite quickly as we will see, a growing emphasistlb@specificity of the'great
guestions’ of British politicsogether withan emphasis on England’s unicganity, wisdom,
political experienceandplace at the centre of the civilised wgndould mark aetreat from a
universal approach to opposing the female franchise. It would be inflected, atytiheagé
by a morenationalist oy perhaps more accuratelyperial discourseWomen worldwide
were not suited to the masculine responsibilities of managing the affairs tdt#ésti-
suffragists worldwide attested to tHsBut women in England, by virtue of their country’s
position at the head of a vasard, at this time, tibled — empire were doubly unsuited to
the taskln this case, national concerns trumped those of a more universal nature. This turn
was shaped in part by growing public awarenesshait were viewed asolonial

experiments in female enfranchisement.

National and imperial concerns
The argument that social, economic and political conditions were so vastlyrditfeteveen

metropole and periphery that no attempt should be made to transplant the results of
Australasian experiments on British scéin be ilustrated bya series of articles weighing up
the relative worth of the Imperial and the Commonwealth vote. In 191 Reieweported
a series of conversations between the Australian suffragist, Vida GoJdske was visiting
Britain, anda British mde correspondent, David Kyle&oldstein’s presence in Britain is
itself a very tangible instance of transnational exchaligé&nd in the written account of
intellectual exchange between an Australian female vapigra British male ansiuffragist,

the meshing and clashing of imperial and colonial discourses was laid bare.

2 Ibid.

“Ibid, 2.

15 A similar discourse is relied on in the US publicatiBmest Bernbaum|ntroductiori, in Anti-Suffrage
Essag by Massachusetts Wom@oston The Forum Publications of Bostol916), .ix—xvii, xiii.

1% vida Goldstein wasan internationalist having travelled abroad on numerous occasions in support of
womernis suffrageSee, for example, Barbara Caifidida Goldstein and the Englishilitant campaign,
Women'’s History Revie®; no.3 (1993: 363-76; and, Joy DamousiAn absence of anything masculine.
Vida Goldstein and womeés public speechVictorian Historical Journal79, no.2 (2008: 251-64.



In April 1911, DavidKyles wrote to Goldstein asking her:

What is the difference between the vote exercised by you in Australia and
that exercised by me when | use my imperial votéig dountry?Are the
votes of equal valueDo they carry the same responsibilife they the

same or is there a differenc&?’

The response he received was obviously not the answer he expeciedugust 1911the
Reviewdrew readers’ attention to ‘the extraordinary opinion’ expressed by Gold$ten.

vote exercised by me’, Goldstein wrote,

is to defend my right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. Your vote
represents your cash value to the natidyvote is of infinitely greater

value han yours, though the responsibility is the same, even in time of war.
Adding, dividing, subtracting the samenesses, and differences, there still

remains a balance in my favotft!

The male vote in England, Goldstéirghlighted wasgiven tomenfor ‘property reasons’
Hers wagyranted foiher ‘womanhoodbnly. Herswas therefore of greater value
representing, as it did, the more ‘progressarddemocratic values of the ®alled ‘new’
world.*® By citing the vote as a tool for defending the rights to ‘life, liberty, and the pofsui
happiness’, Goldstein was drawing on values enshimtte American Declaration of
Independence; valudisat, given the context of their origin, might have been considered
dangerously antempire Certainly, in he years to coméjustralian women voters would be
increasingly accused disloyaly to empire as we willsee.

Kyles’ difficulty in accepting Goldstein’s audacious, precariously dislafatement was

all too apparent in his response:

| cannot fathom by what system of reasoning you reach your conclusions,
nor do | understand the argument which seeks to disparage the
Parliamentary franchise in this country in comparison with the Federal vote

in Australia.

" Reviewno. 33 (August 191): 163.
18 |bid.
9 bid.



Reasserting his positioKyles later declarednat he could not conceive of ‘anyone thinking
that the Parliamentary vote in this country is not of infinitely greater importaaocetfik

Federal vote in Australia’'l suggest the true test of comparison’, he continued,

is the relative powers of the Parliaments elected by the respective votes,
and, in view of that, venture to think not even the most enthusiastic
Australian would dream of suggesting that the Imperial Parliament was not
far more important than the Commonwealth Parliam@nsiralia manages

its own internal affairs for a population less than the population of the
County of London. Australia cannot decide a question of peace or war, and
has no India dependent upon it with a population of three hundred

millions.?°

‘The ministers who are responsible to the British House of Commons’, Kyles concluded
‘govern a worldwide Empire, for the maintenance of which they are resporfSifieldstein

ended the correspondence by politdlyersely, agreeing to disagree.

This type of dialogueecurred frequently throughout the pages oRkgiew There is ‘no
real analogy’, thgpaper tated in March 1910, between thituationsof ““Britains beyond the
seas” which have accepted female suffrage’ and those in Bsikeirhad notAnyone who
would rely on such comparisons and therefore advocate woman suffrage for thalimperi
centre ‘must suffer’, theviewcontinued, ‘from the defects of a limited visidA’Not only
were social and political conditions ‘almost as great in digt&s they are in point of
geography from ourselves’, but ‘Australia and New Zealand have, so far, been happily
exempt from the graver problems of EmpiféThis is not, one article claimed, to disparage
theinnovationsthathad been made ‘by our Dominions and Colonfédlew Zealand and
Australia, it continued, ‘are great fields of social and political experimBat,.it was not so
easy for Britain to adopt such experimeftsth regard to ‘the social and political
expediency of such a country and Ere@s ours’, it wabetter ‘to maintain the distinction of
sex which has always hitherto been treated as lying at the root of ounfeatkay system,

2 pid., 27.

L bid., 163.The arguments here are almost the same as th&siewno. 27 (February 191}t 26.
2 Reviewno. 16 (March 1910: 3.

% Reviewno. 21 (August 1910 13 andReviewno. 16 (March 1910: 3.

%4 Reviewno. 21 (August 1910x 13.



and which has been, and is, recognised, with exceptions trivial in number and not in any way
relevant intheir circumstances, by all the great civilised nations of the wérld'.

This was a time of imperial, and therefore national, crises for Englatite face of
growing antiimperial unrest in places like India and Irelandtionalanxieties were rising
Feminist unrest at home only added to that anxieThose who were worried about the
potential disintegration of the British Empire, then, were reluctant to pisamational
concerns about female suffrage above the immediate apprehensions of thdtnsion.
pattern that fits with historian Akiraiye’'s arguments thagt times of national crisis
outlooks tharemore universal or international tend to italate in the face of pressing
local concerns’’ Trouble in the empire unrest among Britain’s ‘family of nations’ to cite
Anne McClintock — worked to bring the focus back to the centre of imperial power and

governancé®

A global socialist conspiracy andantipodean woman'’s
disloyalty to empire

Imperial and national anxieties may have brought the focus bd&ritam, but developments
in the margins of empiralso gavenetropolitananti-suffragists new opportunities toframe
their argumentsThekey deelopmenthere was the growing presencesotialism orthe

world stage and, more particularly, in Australasian polfticEhe combination o§ocialism

and female voters, tHReviewdeclared, threatened ‘Republicanism in the Empikéth

regards to Australia, Australian men might have handed women the vote as a dtet of ‘i
compliment’, tle papemused, but that did not mean that certain groups of men worldwide
would not benefit unfairly from the making of that chivalrous but entirely misguided

decision®

In 1910, when the Labor Party in Australia won the federal elections, forming tleswor

first ever majoritylabour governmenit, theReviewpublished a brief piece declaring that in

% |bid.

% The disruptive impact that gender unrest ‘at home’ had on imperi@tascthere is discussed$haron
CrozierDe Rosa;Marie Corellis British new woman: A threat to empiréfhe History of the Familg4, no.
4 (2009: 416-429.

" Iriye, ‘TransnationaHistory’, 211-216.

% Anne McClintock, “No Longer in aFutureHeaven”: GendeiRace andNationalism, in Dangerous Liaisons.
Gender, Nation, and Postcolonial Perspectjwts.Anne McClintock, Aamir MuftiandElla Shohat
(Minneapolis:University of Minnesota Pres&997), 89—112, 91.

#By 1917, with events unfolding in Russia, socialism was certaimiyeh publicised and, in many quarters,
much feared arrival.

%0 SeeReviewno. 27 (February 191}t 26; and,Reviewno. 103(May 1917%: 34.

31 http://www.alp.org.au/australidabor/laborhistory/, accessed 5 March 2012.
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Labor’s‘sweeping victory’ the Australian women’s vote was ‘cast solidly for thoks’, an
outcome thahad‘wrought a complete revolution in the political worftf The female
electorateit seemed, had been ‘appealed to in a way in which it had not been appealed to
before.The heart, not head, was attack&dRoused from their political lethargy, in an
uncharacteristic ‘spasm of political activity’, they ‘quite naturdljypted in a Labour
government” The Labor Party’s enthusiasm for woman suffrage in Aliatcarried with it

a threat that was not confined to Australian politiesok at the United Kingdom, tHeeview
directed, where ‘any modified concession of Woman Suffrage would inevitably open the
door’ to the ‘Socialistic Labour party® This sentimentas further reinforced a few years
later, in 1913, when thReviewprinted a letter from ‘a weihformed correspondent’ who

stated:

Before the women had been enfranchised in Austtiadiee had never been
a Labour Government; since then every State except Victoria has been
governed by Labour. There is no question that this result has been achieved

by means of the women’s voig.

It was not even as if the Labor woman voted out of a deep sense of moral respgnsibilit
rather it was largely from party instindthe ‘woman voter in the colonies’, it was then
concluded in another piece in 1914, was ‘only a pawn in the game of politics, and of the
opportunistic politicians who have enfranchiser’' >’ As a sex, women voters in Australia
were, ‘in the great majority’, ‘organised by and for the men’s leagliésiother 1914
correspondent declared ‘woman’s Suffrage has simply forwarded the mosssod@im of
legislation. ** The Reviewcongratilated itself for issuingarly the warninghat Australia had
entered ‘lightly’ into an experiment, ‘the results of which no one can as yétlfofé

This insistence on the Australian woman voter’s culpability in the rise@élist politics
meant that th&®eviewoverlooked — or completely ignored — evidence of the work of
Australian women againsbcialism Some women’s organisations, most particularly the

Australian Women'’s National League (AWNL)which, according to Marian Quartly, was

¥ Reviewno. 18 (May 1910: 4.

¥ Reviewno. 27 (February 191} 26.

** Ibid.

* Ibid.

% Reviewno. 58 (August 1913 173.

37 Quoting Sir Almroth Wright irReviewno. 64 (February1914: 6.
% Reviewno. 58 (August 1913 173.

%9 Reviewno. 70 (August 191 136.

‘0 Reviewno. 18 (May 191p 4.



fiercely independent of men’s leagues —made oppositi@otoalism an explicit part of their
political platform Indeed the AWNL's resolute objection to the Labor Party’s presence in
Australian parliaments drew voiced disapproval from male politicians, liberal and
conservative aliké! The diversityof the female vote in Australiaindeed the general
complexity of femaleexpressions ofitizenship at this time was not given recognition in
the pages of thReview** To do so might have underminge campaign against the
Australian suffrage experiment apdrhaps everequiredrecogntion of the value of ideas
emanating from theolonies.

By 1917, the final year before women’s suffrage was granted in Britami-suffragists
fears for the fall of th empirethrough dethal combination of socialisand female voters
had increased in intensity. ‘The Socialist trend of every single Suffragedbigiit to serve
as sufficient warning’, thpurnal implored, that far ‘[tjoo much is at stake in the Mother

Country to allow a similar course to be adopt&d’.

A vote given now for Woman Suffrage represents a dozen votes in ten or

twenty years’ time given to the cause of Republicanism in the British

Empire®*
The victory of ‘extreme Socialism’ in suffrage statihg paper intoned, ‘constitutes a grave
warning to a country with the national and international responsibilities of Briégin’.*
Womansuffrage’'sintrinsic links with an international socialist trend spelt the potential
disintegration of the British Empire-ear of opening thaoors of British Parliament to
socialist politicians was certainly one of the reasons for denyinglBritomen suffrage on

equal conditions to men until the late 1920s.

What accelerated these conservative fears for the eampliementedin already fierce
opposition to granting British women the vote? Doubtless, disturbing global eventselike t
socialist revolution in Russia played a part in increasing anxieties aboubthieg

influence of socialist politicdHowever, wha directly addressing the question of whether

“1 Marian Quartly, Defending “The Purity of Home Life” Against Socialisithe Founding Years of the
Australian Womets National LeagueAustalian Journal of Politics and Histor§0, no.2 (2004): 178-193,
183.

“2 For studies of female political culture and orgaations in Australia at this timsee Marilyn Lake The
Inviolable Woman: Feminist Conceptions of Citizenship in Australia, 29845, Gender and Historg, no.
2 (1996: 197211, and, Judith Smart and Marian Quartlyhe National Council of Women of Victoria.
Suffrage and political citizenship 19a44', Victorian Historical Journal79, no.2 (2009: 224-236

3 Reviewno. 103 (May 1917: 34.

* bid.

> Reviewno. 101 (March 1917: 18.

“6 Oldfield, Woman Suffrage in Australi839.



women should be given the vote or not, the perceived role of women voters in the failure of
two consecutive conscription referenda in Australia was an important fiexctbe instance
of the conscription debate, female voters in the antipodes hadethenasserted,
demonstrated a direct and dangerous propensity for direct disloyalty to thee Empir

From 1914-1918, despite their work in support of the atish suffragists were
condemnedor being ‘unpatriotic’ for continuing any aspect of tbempaign for the female
vote while the nation and the Empire were at {¥dfemale voters in Australia were likewise
declared ‘unpatriotic’, but theoffence wadar more serios. They, the paper insisted, were
responsible for the failure of the Conscription Referendum in October 1916, a referendum
that ‘narrowly rejected a proposal to conscript Australians for overséigaynservice’®
Quoting the Sydney correspondent Tdre Times an article on ‘The Experience of Australia’
maintained that the failure of the referendum was due to ‘the emotionalism of trewom
electors, who thought they would be condemning men to death if they voted “Yes™.
Australian female voterg,abor, as well as surprisingly ndrabor women ‘helped to swell

the “anti” vote in each State’:

Their action [theReviewcontinued] has dumbfounded some most ardent
supporters of Woman Suffrage, because there is irrefragable evidence that
they permitted theiemotions to guide their pencils in the booths, and
reason and patriotism appealed to them in \aithe supreme trial of

citizenship most women ‘shirked their dufy)".

Regarding this last line, tHReviewstates, ‘These are harsh words, which for our panwe
should have hesitated to uséYet it repeatedhemthree times on the same pagevring

maximum effect.

Perhaps ‘loyal’ women in the peripheries were rendered invisiblleebfact thatunlike
women inBritain, theywere barred fronassumingany official role. They were prevented

from performing paramilitary activities or serving in the defence forear({ from nursing at

*" Reviewno. 101 (March 1917: 18.

“8 Stuart MacintyreA Concise History of Australj@rd ed. (Cambridge Cambridge University Presg009,
164.

9 Reviewno. 99 (January 191y 3.

*%|bid. This was an accusation that the AWNL denied vehemently The official ofghe AWNL, The
Woman ran a piece in 1917 that stated: the AWNL ‘has indignantly repudiategsleetion of Sir Almroth
Wright “that thewomen of Australia were responsible for the defeat of the Conscrigéerendum in

o October”. The Womapno. 1 (August 1917: 185.

Ibid.



the front)>? Perhapshe Reviewchose, for strategic reasons, to overlook the war propaganda
work of organisations like the Australian Women’s Service Corps and war work of
Australian women in the Red CroS®erhapsagain,t was the visibility ofa minority of

feminist pacifists in Australia like theWomen’s Peace Army (WPAf Vida Goldstein and
Adela Pakhurstthatled to the formation of this opinion about Australian woman’s
derelictionof duty>* Certainly, evidence of the antiar work of a group of Australian

feminists in the face of British suffragists’ overwhelming support of threeffart served as

yet anotheexample of the potential, if not confirmed, disloyalty of Australian women voters
However this conclusion wasached, the defeat of the conscription referenda in Australia
confirmed for theReviewthat, despite the different conditions between Great Britain and
Australia, and despite its insistence that imperial responsibilities cannot beredmith the
domestic concerns of a small nation, there was little doubt that the women of both meetropol
and periphery were essentially the sark is on the inherent nature of women tfiae
Anti-Suffrage Reviewnvoked the right to transnational comparison. Women the world over,
as demonstrated by Australian politiasgreprone to be caught in ‘the firm grip’ of party
politics, especially socialigtartypolitics, and so can ‘no longer act independertfiyt.

would be ‘a good thing’, then, the paper asserted, ‘if the warning could be wmitierds of

fire in the house of every Suffragist and every politician in this countihd the words

that would 6rm this warning to the British nation and the British Empirkat:
‘In the supreme trial of citizenship most women shirked their diity’.

For the anti-suffragists, by 1917, events in the colonies proved the case against women’s

movements worldwide.

Some concluding thoughts
The movements for and against womesuffragein the early twentieth centuserved as

sites of transnational exchange — of people and ideas — and proreasséssments of
national and imperial identitieB) terms of imperial identityevents in the ‘margins’ of

*2 Joan Beaumont, ‘Whatever happened to patriotic women-1918?’Australian Historical Studie81, no.
115(2000, 276.

>3 Beaumont:Whatever happened to patriotic won®n

** See Joan Beaumostand Pam McLeas individual clapters in Joan Beaumoet.,Australia’s War 1914
1918(St Leorards, NSW Allen and Unwin 1995.

%5 Reviewno. 99 (January 191)7 3.

*% |bid.
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empire did provoke reactions from metropolitan anti-suffragists and therefoesl@ayple in
shaping metropolitan conservative discourse, whether Britistsaffitagists were willing to
admit this or notOf course, the flow of ideas and people from the peripheries into the
metropole also had an effect on Australian viesGoldstein’s exchange with Kyles
revealstheseearly twentieth centurgiebates also served as a site of contestation involving
old and new understandings of the core-periphery relatiorBhipejecting the notion that

the imperial centre and the imperial vote were more important than the colonial pesiphe
and the Commonwealth vote, Goldstein brought into questionrtioeal and political
hierarchy.In doing so, for historians, she serves to underrhiadegitimacy ofwvhat Lambert
and Lester refer to as the reductionist model of core-periphery desigmatnooking at

the coreperiphery relationship through the lenses of gender and democracygiébold
managed to recast the relationship between both sites into, to proniGtsten McKenziés
words, ‘a more contested, unstable and mutually constitutive fraimgéther, what

Goldstein and events in the settler colonies of Australasia did, tlasrtpwacilitate ‘the
continual reformulation of imperial discourses, practices and cuftUheiperiatcolonial
interconnectedness remained, but those connections were more complex, dynamic and open

to wider influence than the traditional cqueriphery nodel has oftemecognised
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